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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

2. The following title is suggested: 

"Control device for determining whether user of industrial machine is registered in 
advance" 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 , 2, and 4-7 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1 

In claim 1 line 3, "a unit" should be replaced with "a determination unit" to 
distinguish from the other "units" in the claim, and due to the use of "the determination 
unit" in claim 5. 

In claim 1 line 3, "an user" should be replaced with "a user of the industrial 
machine". 

In claim 1 line 5, "a unit" should be replaced with "a selection unit" to distinguish 
from the other "units" in the claim, and due to the use of "the selection unit" in claim 4. 
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In claim 1 line 6, "the registrant" should be replaced with "a registrant registered 
in advance" since presumably there can be more than one registered user of the 
machine. If, however, there can only be one registered user for each machine, then 
that should be clarified in the claims. 

In claim 1 line 6, "selects one of should be replaced with "selects one of a group 
consisting of. There is however, a 35 U.S.C. 112 problem associated with this 
limitation as detailed below which may render this objection moot. 

In claim 1 line 12, "the operating condition" should be replaced with "the at least 
one operating condition" for proper antecedent basis. 

Claim 2 

In claim 2 line 2, "operating condition" should be replaced with "at least one 
operating condition". 

In claim 2 line 3, "operating condition" should be replaced with "at least one 
operating condition". 

Claim 4 

In claim 4 line 10, "operating condition" should be replaced with "at least one 
operating condition". 
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Claim 5 

In claim 5 line 2, "the registrant" should be changed to "a registrant registered in 
advance" if it is possible that more than one user can be registered for a particular 
machine. 

In claim 5 line 3, "an identification code" should be replaced with "a user 
identification code". 

In claim 5 line 4, "a corresponding code" should be replaced with "a 
corresponding pre-defined identification code and password code". 

Claim 6 

In claim 6 line 2, "the registrant" should be changed to "a registrant registered in 
advance" if it is possible that more than one user can be registered for a particular 
machine. 

In claim 6 line 3, "at least one of should be replaced with "parameters selected 
from a group consisting of. 

Claim 7 

In claim 7, "any one of should be replaced with "any one machine selected from 
the group consisting of. 



Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 

In claim 1 lines 5-9, it is not entirely clear how the setting state for at least one 
"operating condition" of the machine is determined "in accordance with operation of the 
registrant". Does this mean that the registered user is allowed to change some settings 
of the machine but not allowed to change other settings on the machine? If so, it is not 
clear what the access rules are based on? Does each registered user have a file stored 
in memory (the determination unit) that determines their particular access rights for the 
different machine settings? 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the setting permission state is selected" in line 12. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim since the "selection 
unit" does not explicitly require that the "setting permission state" be selected. 
According the language of claim 1 lines 5-9, the "setting inhibition state" could be the 
only state selected for one or multiple "operating conditions" of the machine. 
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Claim 2 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "the setting permission state is selected" in line 4. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim since the "selection 
unit" of claim 1 does not explicitly require that the "setting permission state" be selected. 
According the language of claim 1 lines 5-9, the "setting inhibition state" could be the 
only state selected for one or multiple "operating conditions" of the machine. 

Claim 3 

In claim 3 line 3, it is not clear what the limitation "individually" refers to. 

Claim 3 recites "a unit which provides the registrant... with a screen capable of 
selecting at least one of the setting permission state and the setting inhibition state". 
Does this mean that the user can select the setting state through a touch screen? 
Furthermore, and more importantly, as best understood by claim 1 , it is the "selection 
unit" that selects the setting state, presumably automatically based on pre-defined 
registrant access rights. Thus, the contradiction requires clarification. This claim 
precludes examination on the merits. 

Claim 4 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "the setting permission state is set" in line 10. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim since the "selection 
unit" of claim 1 does not explicitly require that the "setting permission state" be selected. 



Application/Control Number: 10/693,910 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2125 

According the language of claim 1 lines 5-9, the "setting inhibition state" could be the 
only state selected for one or multiple "operating conditions" of the machine. 

Claims 5-7 

Claims 5-7 depend from claim 1 and thus incorporate the same deficiencies. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. As best understood, claims 1, 6, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Inomata et al. US 2003/004560. Inomata et al. discloses a control 
device for controlling a copy machine, or printing device, comprising: a fingerprint 
recognition unit which determines whether a user of the copy machine is a registrant 
registered in advance; a selection unit which, when the user is determined to be a 
registrant registered in advance, selects a setting permission state for a print operating 
condition of the copy machine in accordance with the authentication of the registered 
user; a setting unit which accepts from the registrant a setting of the print operating 
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condition for which the setting permission state is selected (e.g., [0006], [0027], [0106]- 
[0121], [0184]-[0186], [0237]-[0255], [0291 ]-[0297]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 2 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Inomata et al. as applied to claim 1 above and further in view of Ohkawa US 
2003/0038984. Inomata et al. discloses a display unit on the copy machine that shows 
information to the user in accordance with necessity (e.g., [0117]). Inomata et al. also 
discloses CCD input screen devices for reading the user fingerprints. Inomata et al. 
does not appear to explicitly disclose that the display unit displays a setting log, or that 
the CCD input screen is used to set the print operating condition. 

However, Ohkawa US 2003/0038984 discloses a copy machine with a display 
unit that display a machine setting log and an input LCD touch panel that the operator 
uses to set print operating conditions (e.g., [0078]). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the instant application to 
modify Inomata et al. with Ohkawa so that the operator can change input settings to the 
copy machine and so that the operator can visually see the current machine settings, as 
taught by Ohkawa. 
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10. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Inomata 
et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Koyanagi et al. U.S. Patent No. 
5,424,844. Inomata et al. does not disclose that the user is authenticated with an ID 
code and a password code. However, Koyanagi et al. discloses a copy machine in 
which a user is authenticated with an ID code and a password (e.g., col. 10 lines 8-25). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the instant application to modify Inomata et al. with Koyanagi et al. since Koyanagi et 
al. teaches that an ID code and password can be used to limit user services in 
accordance with their registration status. 

Conclusion 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan A. Jarrett whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
4739. The examiner can normally be reached on 10:00-6:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Leo Picard can be reached on (703) 308-0538. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ryan A. Jarrett 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2125 



7/9/04 




LEO PICARD 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TCfWlOGV r?: WER 2100 



